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application. Claims 13-15 arid 17-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being. 
!Pj>*tci Ublcuxe US 1 ueni Vindication Ihiblvatio \o 200 > 00> 7 HH UmSthniet 
aL I hereinafter, "Salmi") in view of U.S. Patent No. 7,171,473 to Eftis et al. (hereinafter, 
"Eftis"). 

As indicated above, Claims 13, 18, 22. 27, 39, and 40 have been amended. No 
new matter has been presented. Claims 13-15 and 1 7-40 are now pending, with Claims 
13, IS, 22, 27, 39. and 40 as independent claims. 

Regarding the § 1.03(a) rejection of independent Claims 13, 22 and 39. w hich have 
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client terminal and the stun; d csl- elan is ate not latmht, disc losed, os suggested b> 
Salmi and Ellis. 

Salmi describes a method in which an fM client requests, horn a server, presence 
information of another iivl client by using a Get Presence message, as shown in Figure 3A 
o f Salmi I n othei ,vords die Get? -scnci message of Salmi s mereh for requesting 
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previous connection, as recited in the amended Claims 13, 22 and 39. 

As explained in the Ba.i kground to tl t Invention section of the present 
appl i Aon v< ) i Gb pi nil u 
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If specific presence attributes are generated when the client terminal 10 is 
disconnected from the server .110 are equal to those generated when the client 
terminal is reconnected to the server 1 10, or if a small amount of updated 
presence attributes are provided, the server 1 10 must transmit all the presence 
attributes to the dine terminal 10, such that unnecessary traffic and time are 
consumed. (Specification, page 3, line 20-page 4, line 4). 

According to Claims 13, 22, and 39, a client terminal requests only presence 
attribute data updated after the termination of the previous connection, rather than all 
presence attribute data, which would include presence attribute data updated before the 
termination of the previous connection, (see also Specification, page 17, lines 7-11). This 
Latum is e\ Earned it o\ > pio nks an ads, usage 1 educ tg Ira J lie caused by 
requesting and transmitting redundant information that has already been previously 
received by the client terminal Salmi does not teach this feature of amended independent 
Claims 13, 22. and 39. 

. u the W o dvL- not turn th_ delfo encje. <>j Sain ■ fittsmeieh desef bet, 
receiving update information from users included in an active group to avoid an 
unnecessary transmission of update information, in other words, when users that have 
previously joined am no, i ijt u. . ti 4 „ at s c gt > p 11 * i aoIi hi > , la i at n n 
received, even when reconnecting after termination of a previous connection. By 
contrast, according to amended Claims 13, 22, and 39, the client terminal requests only 
presence attribute data updated after a termination of a previous connection. Therefore, 
Bills relates to receiving information according to membership in the active group, while 
the information requested in Claims 1 3. 22, and 39 is limited according to a different 
(actor- whether the information has been updated a her a termination of the previous 
connection. Ellis does not teach, disclose, or suggest this feature of Claims 13. 22, and 
39, 
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Therefore, Salmi and EBis do not teach, disclose, or suggest, alone or in 
combination, all of the limitations of amended Claims 13, 22, and 39, and therefore these, 
claims are patentable over Salmi and Eftis. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection of 
amended Claims 13, 22, and 39 is respectfully requested. 

Regarding the § 103(a) rejection of independent Claims 1 8, 27, and 40 these 
claims are also not anticipated by Salmi. Claims IS. 27, and 40 recite, in part, -'cheeking 
pi ,-t, eamshuU'^tn updated J lei i mimmuli.". <\ d u- pre\ nn- .oniia pur 1 . ^ i u tho 
v iv i canm, i a s , t m ^e? ■ l\ki Jpfreopo <ud n^em.** am ■ oj. Jauj* jtuji. J 
fr omthe cli ent terminal/' Claims 18, 27, and AO have also been amended to recite, 
^ incmth< n nsmutt up hi dj.ic u c m U ^ U So - nliu^qn^o ^. 
anribyledata undated before dm u m m ition oJ in previous . onnm lion ' Salmi and Ellis 
do not teach, disclose, or suggest these limitations of amended independent Claims i K, 
27, and 40, for at least the reasons stated above regarding independent Claims 13, 22, and 
39. 

According to Claims 1 K, 27, and 40, presence attribute data that has been updated 
before the termination of the previous connection is not transmitted along with presence 
attribute data that has been updated after the termination of the previous connection. 
Therefore., unnecessary traffic caused in the prior art by transmitting redundant 
information that has already been previously transmitted to the client terminal during a 
previous connection is conserved. 

Therefore, Salmi and Palis do not teach, disclose, or suggest, alone or in 
combination, all of the limitations of amended Claims 18, 27. and 4(3. and therefore these 
clasms are patentable over Salmi and Ellis, Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection of 
amended Claims 1 S, 27, and 40 is respectfully requested. 
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Claims 14- 15, 17, 19-21, 23-26, and 28-38 arc dependent chums, and are believed 
io be in condition for allowance for at least die reasons given above with regard io their 
respective independent Claims 13, IB. 22, and 27. 

Accordingly, all of the claims pending in the Application, namely, Claims 13-15 
and 1 7-40 are believed to be in. condition for allowance. Should die Examiner believe 
that a telephone conference or personal interview would facilitate resolution of any 
remaining matters, the Examiner may contact Applicants' attorney at the number given 
below. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Paul M euro! ! 
Reg. No. 3.3,494 
Attorney tor Applicant 
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